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Status 

1 )□ Responsive to comnnunication{s) filed on 30 June 2006 , 
2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 
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?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 
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Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The Art Unit location of your application in the USPTO has changed. To aid in 
correlating any papers for this application, all further correspondence regarding this 
application should be directed to Art Unit 2617. 



2. Claims 3,6,10,13,17,20,24 and 27 have been canceled. 

Response to Argument 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
malting and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1,8,15 and 22 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described In the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. The claimed limitations " the notification including a 
signal from the cell phone ", in claims 1,8,15 and 22 are not clearly described in the 
specification as originally filed and this constitute new matter. All claims that depend on 
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the above rejected claims are also rejected for fully incorporating the deficiencies of the 
above rejected claims from which they depend. Appropriate corrections are required. 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 06/27/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

a. In response to Applicant's outstanding argument that the combination of Simpson 
(U.S 20040266399 A1) and George (U.S 6,122.348) do not teach or suggest the 
claimed element of "retrieving information in addition to a caller ID associated with the 
incoming call", the Examiner respectfully maintains that the cited references in the 
Office Action is proper (see Simpson, Pars. [0021-22 and 0029-30]; and see George, 
col. 7, lines 9-41; col.8, lines 4-10 and Fig. 2, item 230). Furthermore, the applicant fails 
to specifically define what tvpe of addition information is retrieved with the incoming call, 
other than the caller ID. 

b. In response to Applicant's outstanding argument that George (U.S 6,122,348) do 
not teach or suggest "receiving call notification of an incoming call on a personal data 
processing device external to the cell phone", the Examiner respectfully maintains that 
the cited is proper (see George, col. 7, lines 9-41 and col.8, lines 4-10 and Fig. 1 and 2, 
items 145,115 and 230). 

In view of the above remarks, the rejections using Simpson, George and lhara 
are proper and maintained as set forth below. These rejections are made FINAL. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1,2,4,5,8,9,11,12,15,16,18,21-23,25 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Simpson (U.S 20040266399 A1), (hereinafter 
Simpson) in view of French-St. George et al., (6,122,348), (hereafter George). 

Regarding claims 1 and 15, Simpson discloses a method /data processing device for 
managing an incoming call on a cell phone (wireless telephone 100) comprising: 

retrieving information (calling number or Caller ID is displayed in the 
display 102, see Page 3, line 0022) associated with the incoming call; and 

enabling a user (a wireless telephone user, see Page 1 , line 0004) to manage 
the incoming call by selecting an appropriate response (the wireless telephone user has 
an announcement options if he/she could not answer the call, see Page 2, line 0016); 
but fails to disclose receiving notification of the incoming call on a data processing 
device that is externally connected to the cell phone. 

George teaches a detection of an alert from an incoming call while user is on the 
computer, where the computer is connected to the server 115 (see col. 7, line 9-41 and 
Figs. 1 and 2). 
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It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teaching of George and Simpson for the benefit of achieving a 
communication system that uses multiple media options to manage incoming 
communication event (see Abstract). 

Regarding claim 2, Simpson further discloses a method according to claim 1 wherein 
retrieving the information associated with the incoming call further comprises at least 
one of: 

retrieving the information from the cell phone (wireless telephone displays the 
Caller ID in the display, see Page 2, line 0016); 

retrieving the information from the data processing device; and 

retrieving the information from a source coupled to the data processing device. 

Regarding claim 4, Simpson further discloses a method according to claim 3 wherein 
the appropriate response includes at least one of fon/varding the incoming call, 
requesting a sender of the incoming call to send an instant message and responding to 
the incoming call with a voicemail message (the wireless telephone user can select an 
announcement option that allow wireless phone to answer on his/her behalf, 
see Page 2, line 0016). 

Regarding claim 5, Simpson further discloses a method according to claim 4 wherein 
responding to the incoming call with the voicemail message further comprises 
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selecting one of a plurality of voicemail messages as the appropriate response (the 
wireless telephone user can select a specific voice mail announcement or a general 
announcement that allows wireless phone to answer on his/her behalf, 
see Page 2, line 0016). 

Regarding claims 8 and 22, Simpson discloses an article/system comprising a 
machine-accessible medium (100) having stored thereon instructions (main memory, 
see Fig. 2, item 206 and Page 5, line 0032) that, when executed by a machine (see Fig. 
2, items 204,206 and 212), cause the machine to manage an incoming call (see Fig. 3, 
item 302) on a cell phone (100) coupled to the machine by: 

retrieving information associated with the incoming call (calling number or Caller 
ID is displayed in the display 102, see Page 3. line 0022); and 

enabling a user to manage the incoming call by selecting an appropriate 
response (the wireless telephone user has an announcement options if he/she could not 
answer the call, see Page 2, line 0016), but fails to discloses receiving notification of the 
incoming call on the machine, the machine being external to the cell phone and coupled 
to the cell phone via a connection. 

George teaches a detection of an alert from an incoming call while user is on the 
computer, where the computer is connected to the server 115 (see col. 7, line 9-41 and 
Figs. 1 and 2). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teaching of George and Simpson for the benefit of achieving a 
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communication system that uses multiple media options to manage incoming 
communication event (see Abstract). 

Regarding claims 9, 16 and 23, Simpson further discloses the article/data processing 
device/system according to claims 1 ,8 and 22 wherein the instructions (main memory, 
see Fig. 2, item 206 and Page 5, line 0032), when executed by the machine, further 
cause the machine to retrieve the information associated with the incoming call by 
performing at least one of: 

retrieving the information from the cell phone (wireless telephone displays the 
Caller ID in the display, see Page 2, line 0016); 

retrieving the information from the data processing device or; 

retrieving the information from a source coupled to the data processing device. 

Regarding claims 11, 18 and 25, Simpson further discloses a method the article/data 
processing device according to claims 10,17 and 24 wherein the instructions (main 
memory, see Fig. 2, item 206 and Page 5, line 0032), when executed by the machine, 
further cause the machine to manage the incoming call by at least one of forwarding the 
incoming call, requesting a sender of the incoming call to send an instant message and 
responding to the incoming call with a voicemail message (the wireless telephone user 
can select a specific voice mail announcement or a general announcement that allows 
wireless phone to answer on his/her behalf, see Page 2, line 0016). 
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Regarding claims 12, 19 and 26, Simpson further discloses the article according to 
claims 1 1 ,18 and 25 wherein the instructions (main memory, see Fig. 2, item 206 and 
Page 5, line 0032), when executed by the machine, further cause the machine to enable 
selection of one of a plurality of voicemail messages as the appropriate response (the 
wireless telephone user can select a specific voice mail announcement or a general 
announcement that allows wireless phone to answer on his/her behalf, see Page 2, 
line 0016). 



4. Claims 7,14,21 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Simpson in view of George and further in view of lhara et al., 
(U.S 20040185915 A1), (hereinafter lhara). 

Regarding claims 7, 14, 21 and 28, the combination of Simpson and George fail to 
teach according to claims 6,13,20 and 27 wherein the signal is an Attention Command 
("AT") signal. 

lhara teaches a silent alerting capability for a Bluetooth hand-free device (see 
Page 1, line 0004). lhara further discloses that the user answer at Fig. 3, item 328 
initiates an "attention" command or "AT" command from HF device to AG device, 
see Page 3, line 0025). 
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It would therefore have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill In the art to 
combine the teaching of lhara with Simpson and George for the benefit of achieving a 
silent alert communication system. 



Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon Is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Rogers et al., (U.S. 5,946,386) teaches a call management system with call control 
from user workstation computer. 

Robinson et al., (U.S. 5,581,604) teaches a method and apparatus for processing an 
Incoming call In a communication system. 

McConnell (U.S. 6,418,306) teach a common message waiting notification across 
landline and wireless telecommunications networks. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented In this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth In 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action Is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kwasi Karikari whose telephone number is 
571-272-8566. The examiner can nomially be reached on M-F (8 am - 4pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Feild can be reached on 571-272-4090. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8566. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 





Kwasi Karikari 
Patent Examiner. 



